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REVIEW of the DEBATE, &c. 


= Controverſy hath, in 
© KS general, been conducted with ſo 
Gon — much Acrimony, that Men of 
OOH {weet and gentle Diſpoſitions are 
weary of attending to it. Too often they can 
perceive little of the Spirit of CurisTIanITY 
in the Works of thoſe who ſeem zealouſly af- 
fected in the Defence of, what they call, its 
Effential Doctrines; and juſtly conclude that 
how important ſoever ſuch Doctrines are in 
themſelves, they have not had an Influence ſuf- 
ficiently important on their moſt ſtrenuous Ad- 
vocates. Had I not thought it poſſible to write 
with Tzur Ex upon the Subject of a Debate 
now in Agitation, which I cannot but conſider 
of great Conſequence, Nothing ſhould have 
induced me to take up my Pen, I ſhall not, 
however, ſpend Time in making Promiſes of 
CanDouR; it is my Buſineſs, and it ſhall be 
my Endeavour, to exemplify that Temper of 
— Mind 


{ 4 | 
Mind which is eſſential in Diſputes of all 
Kinds, but eſpecially in thoſe which concern 
- ReLicron, if any Benefit be expected to be 


Cerived from ſuch Diſputes, 


The Author of a Letter to the Barriszs 
hath endeavoured to prove that the Doxoro- 
GIES, uſed by the Calviniſts, are unſcriptural ; 
for this Purpoſe he hath quoted all the Doxo- 
logies to be found in the New Teſtament ; 
none of which are ſimilar to thoſe in Uſe 
amongſt the Calviniſts, Nor is this Diſſimi- 
larity a Diſtinction of Words only, but a Diſtic- 
tion of Ideas; of important Ideas; the Doxolo- 
Sites, uſed by the Calviniſts, aſcribing equal 
Glory to Three Divine Perſons in the Godhead ; 
whilſt' thoſe, found in Scripture, contain no 
ſuch Aſcription. The Reaſon, I conceive, why 
this Writer fixed upon the Doxologies uſed by 
thoſe Chriſtians, as the Subject of ſerious Ani- 
madverſion, is, they, like moſt others of the 
- Engliſh Diſſenters, are in the Habit of uſing 


extemperaneous Prayer ; and there 1s perhaps no 
ether 


E 


other Part of their devotional Exerciſes, in 


which there is ſo ſtriking a Coincidence amongſt 
them, as in ther Doxologies. I think myſelf at 
Liberty to ſuppoſe, that he would controvert 
_ the Soundneſs of any Part of Prayer addreſſed 
to Three equal Perſons in the Godhead ; but as 
there 1s no other Part of Prayer, in which thoſe 
Chriſtians ſo remarkably agree, he has ex- 
amined this Part, judging that the ſame Argu- 
ments, which prove this Part unſcriptural, will 
prove every other Part unſcriptural, which is 


conformable to this. 


He addreſſed his Letter to the Caluiniſtical 
Baptifts, thinking, as they have diſtinguiſhed 
themlelves by inſiſting upon a ſtrict Conformi- 
ty to Scripture, in ſome Parts of what they 
judge to be Solemn Worſhip, they would pro- 
bably attend to one who inſiſts upon a Conform- 
ity to Scripture in that which is the Founda- 
tion of all Worſhip, the revealed Idea of Al- 
mighty God. As all Worſhip is addreſſed ta 


God, it is of the firſt Conſequence that we have 


right Notions of him, 


The. 


[LS 43 
The Author of Remarks on the LETTER 


does not (fee Page 28. 29) attempt to produce 


any Doxology from Scripture, in exatt Cor- 


reſpondence with thoſe he defends the Uſe of 


in himſelf and his Brethren ; but he ſays the 
Doxologies of Scripture are very various, and 
* {ome of them aſcribe Glory to the Son, with- 
out mentioning the Father at all ;” and thence 


he infers that a Latitude may be uſed in theſe 


Matters ; nor ſhould we be confined to the very 


Words of Scripture, But, may I be permitted 
to aſk this Writer a ſew Queſtions ? Do any 
of the Doxoligies he has produced aſcribe Glo- 
ry to the Holy Ghoſt ? Doany of them aſcribe 
equal Glory to the Son as to the Father? If they 
do not, the Doxologies of the Calviniſts are leſt 
without Support from this Quarter? I can, by 
no Means, perceive that the Doxolog ies, to 
which this Writer refers, { Remarks, Page 29) 
are equally complex and confuſed with thoſe 
uſed by the Calviniſts. They do not confound 
our Ideas of God. The Author of the Re- 
marks alerts the Rig lt of himſelf and Brethren, 


to 


x 


1 


to expreſs their Sentiments of God in their 


Worſhip ; which Right, as far as Human Au- 
thority is concerned, ſhould be univerſally al- 


lowed them; but if their Sentiments be thought 


contrary to Scripture, they may be lawfully . 
expoſtulated with for thus expreſſing them, as 


they tend to make, and actually have made, 
Diviſions in the Church of Chriſt, 


This Writer attempts toſhew that the Tri- 
nitarian has as clear Ideas of God as the Uni- 
tarian; and ſeems willing to allow that neither 
the one nor the other have any Ideas at all on 
the Subject. In Proof of this he quotes the 
Reaſoning of an avowed Atheiſt, Hear his own 
Reaſoning on the Subject. What Concep- 
* tion can we, any of us, form of God, except 
% of the Attributes that conſtitute his Deity ? 
« And has not the Trinitarian as clear a Con- 
c ception of thoſe Attributes as the Socinian or 


* Arian ? Cannot I conceive as clearly of Al- 


mighty Power, Infinite Wiſdom, and every 
c 


| -» 


other diſcernible Attribute of that incon- 
ceivable 


1 

by ceivable Being we call God, as though Lknew 
* N othing of Jeſus Chriſt, and did not believe 
te that in him dwelt all the Fulneſs of the God- 
te head bodily, any more than that it dwelt in 
& me? Is there not a Portion of the Divine En- | 
t ergy and Influence, diffuſing itſelf throughout 
& all his Works ſo that there is not a Plant, a 
Tree, or a Flower, but may be iaid to be full 
4 of God?” {See Remarks, Page 12. 13.) Yes, 
Sir; I allow that there 1s not a Plant, a Tree, 
or a Flower, but what may be ſaid to be full of 
God. But though his Divine Energy be thus 
diffuſed, Almighty Power and Infinite Wiſdom, 
two of his Attributes you mention, are not, 
can not be, communicated to any Plant, Tree, 
or other Being whatſoever, If they were thus 
communicated, every Plant, Tree, and other 
Being, would be God. Sothat if we know No- 
thing of God but by his Attributes, which con- 
ſtitute his Deity, and if thoſe Attributes be 
univerſally diffuſed, we could not diſtinguiſh 
the Being we now call God, even by thoſe 

Attributes 


1 9 3 


Attributes. If there be certain Attributes 


which conſtitute Deity, we know, if they per- 
tain to more than One, they conſtitute Deities 3 
and it is certainly more eaſy to conceive of one 
Almighty and Infinitely-wiſe Being, than to 
conceive of many Infinitely-wiſe and Almighty 
Beings, or that every Being is Infinitely-wiſe, 
and Almighty. The Man, who can ſpeak {o 
eloquently of the diffuſed Energy of the Deity, 
needeth not to be taught how to explain that 


Scripture which he hath quoted, that aſſerts, 
In Chriſt dwelt all the Fulneſs of the Godhead | 
bodily, Let us recolle& who hath ſaid © There 1 
is One God, even the Father.“ | J 


This Writer aſſerts, (Remarks, Page 24. 23.) 
That although it be neceſſary to have ſcriptural 
Precept, or Example, to warrant our Perform- 
ance in poſitive Rites or Ordinances, yet is ſuch 
Precept, or Example, not neceſſary to warrant. 


our Conduct in moral Duties; of which Prayer 


is one, He will permit me to obſerve, in Re- 
ply ta this Remark, that Trinitarian Prayer, or 
5 Prayct 
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Prayer offered up to Three equal Perſons in God, 
is a Duty (if a Duty at all) of poſtive Inflitution ; 
nor do I expect this Aſſert ion will be contro- 


verted by any Perſon, who doth elieve that 
the Trinity 1s diſcoverable by Reaſon, without 
being revealed. So that I cannot but agree 
with the Author of the Letter to the Baptiſts, 
in demanding of them ſcriptural Precept, or 
Example, to warrant their Practice in this Ar- 

ticle of Worſhip ; and the above Obſervation 
J particularly addreſs to the Rev. Mr. Boortn, 
who hath zealouſly laboured this Argument. 


I do not call upon the Calviniſts to pray in the 


very Words of Scripture ; but I call upon them 
to produce ſome ſcriptural Precept, or Exam- 
ple, for Prayer being made, or equal Glory be- 
ing aſcribed, to Three Divine Perſons in the God- 
head, 


The Author of the Remarks, in a ſubſe- 
quent Publication, wiſhes to reduce the Queſ- 
tion to this ;—Are we obli ged to pray in the 


very Fords of Scripture ? | 
By 


© 11 4? 


By no means are we obliged to pray in the 


very Words of Scripture; but we are obliged 


to pray to that Being alone, to whom Prayers 
are uniformly addreſſed in the Scriptures ; and 
that Being doth not appear ta, be Three equal 
Perſons, intitled to equal Glory, in one God. 


If the Author of the Letter have inſiſted 
upon a Conformity to the very Words of 


Scripture, I do not defend this; although L. 


agree with him in the general Argument, L 
do not however conceive that he intended any 
ſuch Thing. He hath, indeed, ſaid he believeth 
the Scripture Dottrine of Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt; but he hath not told us he be- 
heves the Scriptures lay they are Three equal 
Perſons, conſtituting one God ; which ſeems 
to be the Notion of many Calviniſts, and which 
Notion is favoured by their Doxologies and 
Prayers. The Queſtion is this; What is the 
Worſhip, and what are the Doxologies, record- 
ed in the Scriptures? To this Queſtion let both 
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Parties be kept; this, once ſettled, much is done 
towards our forming right Conceptions of 
God, the Object of Worſhip; and by conform- 
ing to Scriptural preſlient, in the mean Time, 


no one can wound his Conſcience, 


The Author of Remarks calls our being 
Baptiſed in the Name of Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, a moſt ſolemu Af of Worſhip, This 
Sentiment doth not appear to be well founded, 
for many Reaſons, Every Act of Obedience, I 
preſume, is not an Act of Worſhip, Being bap« 
tiſed, appears to be, ſimply, an Act of Obedience 
to the Command of Chriſt, Worflup ſeems to 
conſiſt of ſome perſonal Performance, whether 
Petition, Adoration, or whatever pertains to 
gur immediate Intercourſe with God in Prayer; 
but Baptiſm is performed upon us, by another 
Perſon ; and our Submiſſion to the Ordinance is 
all we do in that Matter, agreeably to the Com- 
mand of Chriſt, Baptiſm is not repreſented as 
an Act of IWorſhip, in the Scriptures, As it is 


an Ordinance of Initiation into the Chriſtian 
Church, 


\ © 


1 


C 13 ] 


Church, it doth not follow, from its Nature, 


that it is an Act of Worfaip. Circumciſion was 
an Ordinance of Initiation; but, on the Part of 
the circumciſed, no Act of Worſnp. This Or- 
dinance therefore is not to be conſidered as any 
Inſtitution of Trinitariau Worſſnp. 


Should the Author of Remarks think this 
Debate worthy of further Agitation, he is re- 
quired 


Firſt ; To produce ſome ſcriptural Precept 
for, or Example of, Prayers or Doxologies 


offered up to Three equal Perſons in the God - 


head. 


Secondly ; To ſhew that Prayer, to the Tri- 
nity, is a Duty diſcoverable by Reaſon alone, 
and conſequently doth not require, to defend 


ir, ſuch ſcriptural Precept or Example, 


Thirdly ; To ſhew the Propriety of uſing 


Language which, at leaſt, may be omitted with. 


out Sin, (if the Apoſtles omitted it) and which 
| tends 
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tends to promote Diviſions in the Chriſtian 
Church. And, if he be anxious to enter into 
the Arguments reſpecting the Trinity, he is re- 
queſted to define what Trinity he means; Whe- 
ther the Athanaſian, the Sabellian, the Arran, the 
Swedenborgian, or the Sociman Trinity? I diſlike 
all Controverſy about mere Words; without 
ſome Knowledge of its Signification, we may as 
well diſpute about ABRACA DA BRA, as the TRI- 


N ITV. 
* 


I am ſorry to ſee this Writer defend their 
Aſocaation Letter of 1785, I refer my Readers 
to the Letter itſelf, In it, however, it is evi- 
dent to every impartial Man, That the Specula- 
tive Opinions of Men, whom the Writer of it 
eſteems erroneous, but whom he allows to be 
Men of virtuous Lives, and who profeſs Love 
to Man, and a Deſire of glorifying God, are 
repreſented as either worſe in themſelves, or in 
their Conſequences, than profaning the Name 
of God, abuſing his Goodneſs, and inſulting his 
Law, Aſtaniſhed indeed am I to find the Au- 
SE | thor 


1 


* 
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thor of the Remarks claſs theſe Men with Mrz 


Hume, and argue from an Analogy ſo falſe. 


Theſe erroneous Chriſtians profeſſed to be ſo- 
licitous to glorify God; Mr. Hume endeavour- 
cd to make Men doubt of his Exiſtence, They 


taught a Reſurrection from the Dead, and an 


equal Judgement at the Bar of God. Mr. Hume 


taught, That Man was created only for this 
Life; hereafter he muſt expect no Exiſtence. 
They taught the Importance of Virtue, Chaſti- 
ty, and Piety; and inforced an Attention to 
them by the Command and Authority of Jz- 
sus; Mr. Hume deſpiſcd that Authority; con- 


ſidered Jeſus as an Impoſtor; Piety, as Enthu- 


ſiaſtic Folly; Chaſtity, as a Matter of trifling 
Conſequence; and left Virtue, in general, 


without any Sanction but its native Charm and 


Beauty, 


Candour cannot here refuſe her Bluſh, to 
obſerve a CHRISTIAN, anda MinisTER, thus 
ſtudiouſly confounding Characters and Doc- 


trines, 
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fines, ſo maniſeſtly oppoſite and contradictory? 


BrzsszD JEsus! ſuch was not thy Condutt!— 
It is ever to be lamented, that the reſpectable 
Name of Mr. Evans, of Briſtol, is to this Letter; 


dut he diſliked the Taſk, it is ſaid, and only 


figned it ex Offcto, as Moderator to the Aſſocia- 


tion, 


I have Nothing to do with the Abilities ang 
Learning of thoſe who have already engaged in 
this Controverſy ; but the Author of Remarks 
wiſhes to treat the Letter-lWriter with Con- 


tempt. I doubt not but they are each of them 


reſpeQable for Virtue, Abilities, and Learning ; 
but ſhould the Author of Remarks chuſe to 
conſider both the WWriter of the Letter, and his 
Defender, as ignorant and weak; I find a ready 
Conſolation, in reflecting, That if, in ſuck 
Hands, our Cauſe have any Plauſtbility ; in the 
Hands of Men like himſelf, it muſt have been 


quite Taryuxenaxt, j 4150 
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